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SECRET SECTION 1 OF 3 VIENNA 9524 

MBFR NEGOTIATIONS 

FROM US REP MBFR 

E.O. 11652: GDS 
TAGS: PARM, NATO 

SUBJECT: MBFR NEGOTIATIONS: AD HOC GROUP MEETING, 
MORNING, NOVEMBER 16, 1973 

1. BEGIN SUMMARY: MAJOR PART OF MEETING WAS 
DEVOTED TO REVIEWING TEXT OF AT LIFT) FRAMEWORK 
PROPOSAL. TEXT WAS COMPLETED IN AFTERNOON'S AD 
HOC GROUP MEETING, AND TRANSMITTED IN VIENNA 9511 
(NOTAL). GROUP ALSO HEARD REPORTS ON BILATERALS, 

AND NOTED WITH SATISFACTION THAT THE LEAK OF EASTERN 
NOVEMBER 8 PROPOSAL (REPORTED IN VIENNA 9473 HAD 
SO FAR RECEIVED MINOR PLAY IN THE PRESS. 

END SUMMARY. 
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2. CHAIRMAN (ITALIAN REP CAGIATI) NOTED THAT THE 
NOVEMBER 16 VIENNA PRESS HAD GIVEN ONLY MINOR ATTENTION 
TO THE LEAK ON THE EASTERN NOVEMBER 8 PROPOSAL. 

US DEL PRESS OFFICER SUMMARIZED THIS COVERAGE AS 
FOLLOWS: ON NOVEMBER 16, THREE OF VIENNA'S DAILIES, 
"PRESSE," "WIENER ZEITUNG," AND "ARBEITER ZEITUNG" 

CARRIED SHORT VERSIONS OF THE STORY UNDER THE HEAD- 
LINES "SOVIET THREE-PHASE PLAN FOR TROOP 
REDUCTIONS?" "TROOP REDUCTION PLANS,"' AND "VIENNA 
TROOP REDUCTION CONFERENCE: EAST TABLES THREE-PHASES 
PLAN" RESPECTIVELY. ALL THREE PLAYED THE STORY LOW 
KEY, USING THE FIGURES CONTAINED IN THE APA VERSION 
(INCLUDING 15 PERCENT FOR PHASE THREE); ONE CREDITED 
APA FOR THE STORY; DIE PRESSE CALLED IT ITS 'OWN" 

REPORT. AN AFN EARLY MORNING NEWSCAST REPORTEDLY 
USED THE ITEM. BY MID-MORNING NOVEMBER 16, THE 
US DEL HAD NOT RECEIVED ANY CALLS FROM ANY OF THE 
MEDIA REGARDING THIS STORY. CHAIRMAN ALSO COMMENTED 
ON THE ERRONEOUS FIGURE OF 15 PERCENT FOR THE THIRD 
PHASE OF REDUCTIONS CONTAINED IN THE LEAKED MATERIAL. 

3. ITALIAN DEPREP (TALI ANI) INFORMED THE GROUP 
THAT A REPORTER FROM THE CORRIERE DE LA SERA HAD 
TOLD HIM THAT THE TASS CORRESPONDENT HAD TRIED TO 
LEAK DETAILS OF THE NOVEMBER 8 EASTERN PROPSAL AS 
EARLY AS NOVEMBER 12. HOWEVER, HIS ATTEMPT 

HAD BEEN PUT IN SUCH VEILED TERMS THAT OTHER REPORTERS 
HAD PAID NO ATTENION TO IT AT THE TIME. LEAK ON 
NOVEMBER 14 FOLLOWING PLENARY WAS THEREFORE A 
SECOND ATTEMPT, AND THIS TIME APA AND UPI PICKED 
UP THE STORY. CONSENSUS OF AD HOC GROUP WAS TO PLAY 
DOWN LEAK. IF POSSIBLE, THERE SHOULD BE NO REACTION AT 
ALL; IF NECESSARY, RESPONSES SHOULD BE ALONG THE 
LINES OF THE PREVIOUSLY AGREED "SHORT RESPONSE” 

(VIENNA 9473). 

4. BILATERALS. UK REP (ROSE) REPORTED ON A LENGTHY 
CONVERSATION HE HAD HAD WITH SOVIET REPS AT SOVIET 
RECEPTION ON NOVEMBER 15. (FULL REPORT IN VIENNA 9512). 

KEY POINTS COVERED SOVIET QUESTIONS ON ALLIED CONCEPT 
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OF TWO NEGOTIATION PHASES AND COMMON CEILING, AND 
UK QUESTIONS ON CLARIFICATION OF SOVIET PROPOSALS AND 
DATA BASE AS WELL AS WESTERN EMPHASIS ON GEOGRAPHIC 
DISPARITIES AND VERIFICATION. US DEP REP REFERRED TO 
DISCUSSION WITH SOVIET DELOFF KVITSINSKY DURING 
NOVEMBER 15 RECEPTION. LATTER IMPLIED THAT A COMMON 
CEILING OF 700,000 OR 750,000 MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES REPRESENTED TOO GREAT A DISLOCATION FOR THE 
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SOVIETS, THAT THERE WOULD BE NO FACILITIES FOR THEM IN 
USSR, AND THAT 850,000 WAS A MUCH MORE REALISTIC FIGURE. 

IN SAYING THIS, KVITSINSKY APPEARED TO 
HAVE IN MIND A REDUCTION FROM AN OVERALL LEVEL WHICH 
INCLUDED AIR PERSONNEL. THE MANNER IN WHICH KVITSINSKY 
PRESENTED HIS ARGUMENT MADE IT APPEAR THAT HIS OBIECTION 
WAS SOMEWHAT MORE DIRECTED AGAINST THE SIZE OF THE CUT 
THAN AGAINST THE CONCEPT OF A COMMON CEILING AS SUCH. 
NETHERLANDS REP (QUARLES) STATED THAT HE HAD A 
SIMILAR DISCUSSION WITH THE SOVIETS BUT THAT HIS IM- 
PRESSION WAS THAT THEY VIGOROUSLY OBJECTED TO THE 
COMMON CEILING CONCEPT. US REP MENTIONED 
THAT POLISH REP STRULAK AHD MADE A STRONG POINT 
OF INSISTING THAT WEST GERMAN FORCES, 

INCLUDING TANKS AND AIRPLANES, WOULD HAVE TO BE 
REDUCED IN THE FIRST PHASE ALONG WITH OTHER NATIONAL 
FORCES. HE ALSO CRITICIZED WESTERN APPROACH 
TO THE MANPOWER FIGURES BECAUSE POLISH FORCES DID 
NOT EMPLOY CIVILIANS IN SUPPORT ROLES 
WHEREAS THE UNITED STATES DID. FOR THIS REASON, 

THE CIVILIAN PERSONNEL SUPPORTING WESTERN FORCES 
WOULD ALSO HAVE TO BE TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT WHEN SPEAKING 
OF MANPOWER TOTALS. NORWEGIAN MILITARY ADVISER 
(BRYNTESEN) STATED THAT THE POLES IN CONVERSATION 
WITH HIM HAD STRESSED THE LINK BETWEEN GENEVA AND 
VIENNA, IMPLYING THAT IF NO AGREEMENT WERE REACHED 
SOON IN VIENNA IT WOULD DECIDEDLY UPSET THE GENEVA 
TALKS. 
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SECRET SECTION 2 OF 3 VIENNA 9524 
MBFR NEGOTIATIONS 
FROM US REP MBFR 

5. FRAMEWORK PROPOSAL. CHAIRMAN ADDRESSED PROCEDURES 
TO BE FOLLOWED IN PREPARATION OF FRAMEWORK PROPOSAL. 

IT WAS AGREED BYALL MEMBERS OF AHG THAT THE TITLE 
"OUTLINE OF PROPOSALS" SHOULD BE USED AND THAT THE 
PROPOSAL WOULD HAVE TO HAVE NATO APPROVAL 
WHEREAS THE PRESENTATION STATEMENT NEED NOT. FOR 

THIS REASON SPEED IN SENDING "OUTLINE OF PROPOSALS" 

TO NATO WAS ESSENTIAL AS IT WAS THE DESIRE OF THE 
AHG FOR TACTICAL REASONS TO TALBLE THE PROPOSAL 
AT THE 22 NOVEMBER PLENARY. CONCENSUS OF AHG 
WAS THAT FOR THE SAKE OF SPEED PROPOSALS SHOULD BE 
SUBMITTED TO NATO AND GOVERNMENTS SIMULTANEOUSLY, 

WITH GOVERNMENTAL GUDIANCE THEN BEING GIVEN TO NATO. 
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6. UK DEPREP (GOODALL), AS CHAIRMAN OF THE DRAFTING 
GROUP WHICH HAD DEVELOPED PAPER, POINTED OUT THAT 
TEXT REPRESENTED AN EFFORT TO COMBINE THE PREVIOUS 
WORKING GROUP TEXT WITH THE DRAFT SUBMITTED BY 
THE US DELEGATION. IT HAD BEEN AGREED THAT EACH 
SECION OF THE TEXT WOULD FIRST PRESENT THE ALLIED 
PROPOSAL AND THEN ARGUE FOR IT, WITH QUOTATIONS FROM 
THE JUNE 28 COMMUNIQUE LIMITED TO POINTS WHERE THEY 
SUPPORTED THE ARGUMENT. THE DRAFTING GROUP HAD TAKEN 
PAINS TO INCLUDE THE ENTIRE ALLIED NEGOTIATING POSITION 
IN THE TEXT, SINCE IT MIGHT BE DIFFICULT 

TO LATER INTRODUCE MAJOR ELEMENTS OMITTED AT 
THIS STAGE. THE THREE POINTS THAT HAD CAUSED THE MOST 
DEBATE IN THE DRAFTING GROUP HAD BEEN THE PROVISION 
DEALING WITH THE FLANKS, THE QUESTION OF WHETHER 
TO SPECIFY THAT ASSOCIATED MEASURES WOULD HAVE 
A BINDING CHARACTER (THE DRAFTING GROUP HAD DECIDED 
THAT WHILE THIS POINT SHOULD BE MENTIONED IN THE 
ACCOMPANYING PRESENTATION, TO INCLUDE THE POINT IN 
THE PROPOSALS WOULD RAISE QUESTIONS ABOUT THE 
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BINDING CHARACTER OF EVERYTHING ELSE), AND THE 
MANNER OF DEALING WITH ASSOCIATED MEASURES. AS 
FOR THE QUESTION OF THE LINKAGE BETWEEN THE PRESENTATION 
AND THE MEMORANDUM, THE DRAFTING GROUP HAD 
UNANIMOUSLY CONCLUDED THAT THE SUMMARY, IF ANY, IN 
THE PRESENTATION WHICH THE US WAS DRAFTING 

SHOULD BE WORD-FOR-WORD IDENTICAL WITH THE TEXT TO BE TABLED. 

7. FOLLOWING DISCUSSION IS KEYED TO THE TEXT AS REVISED (VIENNA 
9511). SECTION 1 RAISED NO QUESTIONS. SECTION 2 WAS MODIFIED BY 
MAKING SOME MINOR DRAFTING CHANGES AND BY INSERTING LANGUAGE FROM A 
TEXT ON "DISPARITIES" WHICH THE UK REP PROPOSED AS AN ENTIRE SEC- 
TION. UK REP ADVANCED HIS PROPOSAL ON THE GROUND THAT THE EXISTING 
DISPARITIES FORMED THE PRINCIPAL JUSTIFICATION FOR THE ALLIED PRO- 
POSAL, AND THAT THE DRAFTING GROUP TEXT'S PRESENTATION OF THIS ARGU- 
MENT WAS TOO WEAK. FRG REP POINTED OUT THAT EVERY OTHER MAJOR HEAD- 
ING IN THE OUTLINE PROPOSED REFERRED IN EFFECT TO AN ARTICLE OF AN 
AGREEMENT, AND THAT TO ADD A SECTION ON DISPARITIES WOULD DESTROY 
THE LOGIC OF THE PAPER. GREEK REP (DOUNTAS) SUGGESTED THAT IN 

STRICT LOGIC THE ARGUMENTS ON DISPARITIES, UNDIMINISHED SECURITY, 

AND STABILITY SHOULD BE PLACED IN A PREAMBLE AND THE PROPOSAL SHOULD 
SECRET 
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SIMPLY STTE THE ALLIES' PROPOSED TERMS FOR AN AGREEMENT, BUT THIS 
THOUGHT WAS UNSUPPORTED. NETHERLANDS REP (QUARLES) SUGGESTED THAT 
MOST LOGICAL PLACE TOMENTION DISPARITIES WAS IN PARAGRAPH 2, AND 
THE GROUP ACCEPTED THIS PROPOSAL. 

8. SECTION 3 RAISED NO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTIONS; THE DRAFTING CHANGES 
INCLUDED SUBSTITUTING THE PHRASE "ON EACH SIDE" FOR "NATO AND THE 
WARSAW PACT" AS A GESTURE TOWARDS AGREED FICTION THAT NETOTIATION 
WAS NOT BLOC-TO-BLOC. SECTION 4 AND 5 RECEIVED ONLY MINOR 
DRAFTING CHANGES. 

9. SECTION 6 RECEIVED TWO MODIFICATIONS OF INTEREST. THE WORK 
"TANKS"WAS REPLACED BY THE PHRASE "MAIN BATTLE TANKS." THE CANA- 
DIAN MILITARY EXPERT (COL. COTTER) OBJECTED THAT THIS MIGHT CREATE 
DIFFICULTIES SINCE THE SOVIET T-10 HEAVY TANK WAS NOT CONSIDERED BY 
THE SOVIETS AS A "MAIN BATTLE TANK" BUT WAS A HEAVY TANK AND WAS 
DEFINITELY OF INTEREST TO NATO. US REP RESPONDED THAT IT WAS ANTI- 
CIPATED IN ANY EVENT THT THERE WOULD HAVE TO BE DISCUSSION OVER 
THE DEFINITION OF "MAIN BATTLE TANK," AND THAT HE BELIEVED ALLIES 
WERE IN FULL AGREEMENT THAT HEAVY TANKS SHOULD BE INCLUDED. GROUP 
AGREED, NOTING WARNING BY CANADIAN REP THAT ALLIES MUST BE READY TO 
CLEARIFY CONCEPT. SECOND MODIFICATION WAS ADDITION OF PHRASE "AND 
NOT BE REPLACE" AT THE END OF THE SENTENCE REQUIRING WITHDRAWAL OF 
SOVIET FORCES. THIS POINT WAS IN LIEU OF AN ENTIRE SEPARATE SECTION 
WHICH THE DRAFTING GROUP HAD SUGGESTED CONCERNING THE NEED TO EXTAB 
LISH AN OBLIGATION BY THE US AND USSR TO RESPECT THE FORCE LEVELS 
CREATED BY THE WITHDRAWAL. US REP ARGUED THAT THIS SECTION WOULD BE 
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SUPERFLUOUS, AND NETHERLANDS REP OPPOSED IT ON GROUND THAT IT WOULD 
WHET SOVIET APPETITE FOR A CLAUSE THAT US WITHDRAWALS NOT BE COMPEN- 
SATED BY OTHER ALLIED (I.E. FRG) INCREASES. ITALIAN REP ARGUED WITY 
STRONG LOGIC THAT ALLIED PROPOSAL MUST CONTAIN SOME MENTION OF EXPLI- 
CIT OBLIGATION NOT TO REPLACE WITHDRAWN FORCES AFTER REDUCTIONS, AND 
THAT THE NON-CIRCUMVENTION CONCEPT PROPOSALS NOT TO REPLACE 
WITHDRAWN FORCES COULD NOT COVER THIS WITHOUT PRIOR MENTION 
OF AN OBLIGATION WHOSE CIRCUMVENTION WAS FORBIDDEN. US REP, SUP- 
PORTED BY FRG DEPREP (HOFFMAN) POINTED OUT THAT OTHER ESSENTIAL 
ELEMENTS OF A TREATY SUCH AS DURATION WERE NOT IN ALLIED PROPOSAL, 

BUT ITALIAN REP SUPPORTED BY LARGE MAJORITY OF GROUP WAS AD AMENT THAT 
REDUCTIONS DID NOT NECESSARILY ENTAIL AN OBLIGATION NOT TO REPLACE 
REDUCTED FORCES, AND THAT NEEDHUMES 
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SECRET SECTION 3 OF 3 VIENNA 9524 
MBFR NEGOTIATIONS 
FROM US REP MBFR 

FOR OBLIGATION ON THIS POINT WAS OF SUFFICIENT INTRINSIC IMPORTANCE 
THAT IT MUST BE MAINTAINED IN ANY OUTLINE. GROUP AGREED TO ADD 
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PHRASE AT END OF SECTIONS 6 AND 7. 

10. THERE WERE ALSO TWO PROPOSALS TO MODIFY SECTION 6 WHICH THE 
GROUP REJECTED. ITALIAN REP URGED THAT FIRST TWO SENTENCES BE 
REVERSED, SO THAT THE 15 PERCENT REDUCTION WOULD COME BEFORE TANK 
ARMY. HE URGED THAT THIS WOULD APPEAR MORE LOGICAL, AND WOULD 
ALSO BE TACTICALLY USEFUL SINCE IT WOULD CALL ATTENTION TO THE 
LIMITED COMMON GROUND THAT EXISTED. NETHERLANDS REP OBSERVED THAT 
SOVIETS COULD ACCEPT 15 PERCENT AND DROP THE TANK ARMY IF THIS TACTIC 
WERE FOLLOWED. US DEP REP POINTED OUT THAT MAIN ALLIED OBJECTIVE WAS 
TANK ARMY, NOT 15 PERCENT OF SOVIET FORCES, AND THAT THIS SHOULD 

BE STRESSED. FIFTEEN PERCENT FIGURE SHOULD BE REGARDED AS BY PRODUCT 
SECRET 
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OF MAIN TARGET, NOT END IN ITSELF, OR LINE BETWEEN WESTERN AND EASTER 
N 

PROPOSALS WOULD BE BLURRED. ITALIAN REP PERSISTED THAT EMPHASIZING 
15 PERCENT WOULD ' LOOK BETTER." BELGIAN DEP REP (WILLOT) AGREED 
THAT WHILE EMPHASIZING 15 PERCENT WOULD HAVE SHORT-RUN TACTICAL 
ADVANTAGES, ALLIES SHOULD NOT TAKE LONGER-TERM RISK OF OBSCURING 
THE IMPORTANCE OF THE TANK ARMY. OTHER MEMBERS OF GROUP AGREED. 

FRG REP (BEHRENDS) RAISED THE QUESTION OF WHETHER IT WAS NOT APPROPRIATE 

TO INCLUDE THE PRECISE FIGURES OF 193,000 US SOLDIERS 
AS WELL AS 460,000 FIGURE FOR THE SOVIETS IN THE 

TEXT OF THE OUTLINE OF PROPOSALS. US DEP REP STATED THAT WHILE HE 

DID NOT APPOSE INCLUSION OF SPECIFIC FIGURES HE WISHED GROUP 

TO CONSIDER FOR A MOMENT THE POSSIBLE RISKS OF WRITING FALLIBLE AND 

NO DOUBT CHANGEABLE FIGURES 

INTO A FAIRLY TIGHTLY FRAMED PROPSAL. 

AFTER DISCUSSION, GROUP GENERALLY FELT THAT 

THIS RISK WAS ACCEPTABLE IN TERMS OF GAIN IN PRECISION AND 

COGENCY TO ALLIED PRESENTATION. 

1 1 . SECTION 7 WAS REDRAFTED TO MEET THE UNANIMOUS WISH OF ALLIES 
THAT THE PHRASE "DISCRETION OF THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT," 

WHICH APPEARED TWICE IN WORKING GROUP DRAFT, BE DROPPED, MINIMIZED, 

OR HIDDEN. US REP INSISTED THAT THE MEANING MUST REMAIN CLEAR, 

AND THE COMCEPT WAS FINALLY EXPRESSED AS SMOOTHLY AS POSSIBLE AT 
THE END OF THE SECTION. 

12. SECTION 8 ON INTERESTS OF FLANKS PROVOKED A PROLONGED DISCUSSION 

IT HAD BEEN ADDED BY THE WORKING GROUP AT THE INSISTENCE OF FLANK 
REPS. THE WORKING GROUP DRAFT READ " IT SHOULD BE ENSURED RPT 
ENSURED THAT REDEPLOYMENT OF FORCES WITHDRAWN FROM THE AREA DOES 
NOT DIMINISH THE SECURITY OF THE COUNTRIES PARTICIPATING WITH SPECIAL 
STATUS." GREEK REP (DOUNTAS) OBJECTED THAT THIS DID NOT GO FAR 
ENOUGH. THE LANGUAGE WAS VAGUE, AND THIS VAGUNESS COMBINED WITH 
ITS LOCATION SUGGESTED THAT ALLIED CONSIDERED COCEPT A "DISPENSIBLE 
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INVENTION." IN DIRECT PLEA TO US REPS, GREEK REP ACKNOWLEDGED THAT 
ALTHOUGH ALLIES MIGHT PROPOSE MORE TO THE EAST IN THE FIRST INSTANCE, 
THE ACTUAL OUTCOME IN NEGOTIATION MIGHT EVENTUALLY BE COVERED BY 
NOTHING MORE THAN A GENERALLY WORDED "DECLARATION OF INTENT." IN 
THIS CASE, IT WOULD BE OF CAPITAL IMPORTANCE THAT THIS BE AN AGREED 

SECRET 
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STATEMENT, RATHER THAN A UNILATERAL STAEMENT UNCHALLENGED BY THE 
OTHER SIDE. COULD THE US REPS NOT AGREE THAT SUCH AN AGREED STATE- 
MENT SHOULD BE INCORPORATED IN THE OVERALL AGREEMENT? GREEK REP 
THEN PROPOSED THAT SECTION SHOULD READ "IT SHOULD BE ENSURED IN ANY 
AGREEMENT THAT REDEPLOYMENT, ETC." US DEP REP 
POINTED OUT THAT HEADING OF THE ENTIRE OUTLINE 
PROPOSAL SPECIFIED THAT ITS CONTENT WAS INTENDED 
FOR INCLUSION IN AN AGREEMENT. BELGIAN REP 
(ADRIAENSSEN) SUPPORTED GREEK REP. NETHERLANDS REP 
OBJECTED THAT IT WAS PREMATURE FOR ALLIES TO LOCK 
THEMSELVES IN ON FORM OF PARTICULAR PARTS OF THE 
OVERALL PACKAGE. FRG ACTING REP (HOFFMANN) SUGGESTED 
THAT SINCE ALIES AGREED ON WHAT TO ASK OF EAST, THERE 
WAS NO REASON NOT TO CONVEY THIS TO OTHER SIDE. 

UK REP SUPPORTED GREEK FORMULATION AND CHAIRMAN 
ANNOUNCED CONSENSUS IN FAVOR OF IT. US REP SAID 
HE WISHED TO RETURN TO ISSUE IN AFTERNOON SESSION 
OF GROUP. INCLUSION OF ANY OF SUGGESTED VERSIONS 
COULD ONLY BE ON PROVISO THAT US REP COULD NOT 
GUARANTEE THAT WASHINGTON WOULD NOT OPPOSE THIS 
PASSAGE IN THE NAC. HE ADDED FURTHER PROVISO THAT 
THE US WOULD NOT TAKE EITHER FORMULATION UNDER DIS- 
CUSSION IF ACCEPTED IN NAC AS INDICATING ANY COMMIT- 
MENT ON ITS PART TO SUPPORT ANY OF THE MEASURES 
LISTED IN PARA 30 OF CM (73) 83 BUT ONLY AS STATEMENT 
OF WILLINGNESS ON ITS PART, IF NEGOTIATING SITUATION 
SO ACTUALLY DEVELOPED, TO SUPPORT INCLUSION 
IN AN AGREEMENT OF SOME GENERAL LANGUAGE TO THE 
EFFECT THAT THE SIGNATORIES AGREED THAT HE 
AGREEMENT SHOULD NOT HAVE ADVERSE EFFECTS 
ON THE SECURITY OF SPECIAL PARTICIPANTS. IN 
AFTERNOON SESSION, US REP RETURNED TO THIS ISSUE 
AND TOLD GREEK REP THAT, AFTER REVIEWING BACKGROUND 
OF WASHINGTON VIEWS ON THIS POINT, HE WOULD HAVE TO 
BRACKET GREEK PREFERRED LANGUAGE. GREEK REP 
PULLED BACK AND THEN AGREED ON COMPROMISE READING 
"AGREEMENT SHOULD BE REACHED THAT..." COMMENT: 

DEPENDING ON TACTICAL REQUIREMENTS IN COUNCIL AT THE 
TIME, DEPARTMENT MAY WISH TO AUTHORIZE USNATO TO 
MAKE DISCLAIMER COMMENT ALONG LINES ALREADY USED 
BY US REP, DURING NAC DISCUSSION OF 

SECRET 
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THIS PORTION OF FRAMEWORK. END COMMENT. 

13. SECTION 9 RECEIVED ONLY MINOR DRAFTING 
CHANGES. SECTION 10 

WAS CHANGED SO AS TO ELIMINATE THE PHRASE "NATO AND WARSAW PACT" 
WITHOUT ALTERING THE SUBSTANCE. 

14. GROUP AGREED TO RECONVENE AT 3:30 THE SAME AFTERNOON TO REVIEW 
A CLARN COPY OF TEXT AND TO REVIEW THE STATEMENT OF 
PRESENTATION THAT WOULD ACCOMPANY IT. HUMES 
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